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Detailed Action 

1 . This Office action is in response to communication dated 08/06/2008. 
Claims 1,3-15, 17-28 are presented for examination. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible for continued 
examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 7(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been w ithdraw n pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's 
submission filed on 07/21/2008 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

3 Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,3-15, 17-28 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. New ground(s) of rejection are necessitated by Applicant's 
amendment. 

Drawings 

4. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show every feature of 
the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the amended feature of "determining a composite rating 
for the wireless device application based on the rating received from a plurality of wireless devices and 
making the composite rating accessible to a wireless device user" and the feature of claim 7 must be 
shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1. 121(d) are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include 
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all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a 
drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and 
where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief 
description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be 
necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing 
date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be 
notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, i f the cli I Terences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1,3-15, 17-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sato et al. 
US Publication #2002/0062268 (Sato hereinafter), in view of Ross et al. US Patent #6,792,244 (Ross 
hereinafter) and Clendinning et al. US Publication #2002/0107861 (Clendinning hereinafter). 

7. As per claims 1 and 15, Sato teaches substantially the invention as claimed including a method 
and computer readable medium for submitting ratings for an "item", comprising the steps of: 

a) receiving a rating for the "item" by a wireless device (Paragraph 0058. User specifies rating 
for item. Paragraph 02 1 1 . Client can be a terminal capable of mobile communications.); and 
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b) sending the rating from the wireless device to a server (Paragraphs 0084; 0086. Client 
transmits rating value.); 

c) receiving the rating from the wireless device by the server (Paragraph 0088. Receive rating 
request); 

d) determining if a database coupled to the server is storing a previous rating for the "item" from 
the wireless device (Paragraph 0088. Input rating value for received client identifier. A rating value for 
item identifier already recorded may be determined.); 

e) replacing the previous rating with the received rating, if the database is storing the previous 
rating (Paragraph 0088. Rewrite rating value to the latest rating. ). 

8. Sato teaches of submitting a rating for an "item", wherein the "item" may comprise various 
content (Paragraph 0052) but does not specifically teach that the "item" is a wireless device application. 
Sato teaches of receiving ratings from a plurality of wireless devices but does not specifically teach of 
determining a compositing rating for the wireless device application based on the ratings received and 
making the composite rating accessible to a wireless device user. 

9. Ross teaches a system for collecting opinions of applications, wherein a type of rating for a 
wireless device application is sent from a wireless device (col. 3, lines 21-25; col. 4, lines 1-7, 36-41). 

10. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings for the "item" in which the rating is submitted as taught by Sato to comprise a 
wireless device application for the wireless device as taught by Ross. The combined teachings would 
yield a predictable result of increasing the amount of data collect regarding user preference and allowing 
Sato's system to increase recommended item information that is available for users including information 
for wireless device applications. Furthermore, because both references teach methods of collecting 
evaluation information, it would have been obvious to substitute an "item" of Sato with the wireless 
device application of Ross to achieve a predictable result of collecting evaluation information regarding 
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the items. Lastly, Ross's method to provide rating for wireless device applications would ensure that 
users actually used or possessed certain items, which would increase the relevancy of feedbacks. 

1 1 . Clendinning teaches of a system for collecting and displaying information on a product, wherein 
a compositing rating for a product is determined based on received ratings from users and the composite 
rating is made accessible to users (Paragraphs 0021; 0076-0077; 0079). 

12. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings to create a compositing rating as taught by Clendinning based on the received 
ratings for a wireless device application from a plurality of wireless devices as taught by Sato and Ross; 
and to make the composite rating accessible as taught by Clendinning to a wireless device user as taught 
by Sato. The motivation for the suggested combination is that Clendinning' s teachings improve the 
suggested system by providing descriptive feedback information, e.g. reviews, vendor rating, product 
rating, that would allow a user to make an informed decision about products. 

13. As per claims 10 and 24, Sato teaches substantially the invention as claimed including a method 
and computer readable medium for obtaining ratings for a wireless device application, comprising the 
steps of: 

a) receiving a packet from a wireless device, wherein the packet comprises a rating for the "item" 
(Paragraphs 0084; 0086. Receive rating value transmitted by client. Paragraph 02 1 1 . Client can be a 
terminal capable of mobile communications.); 

b) determining if a database is storing a previous rating for the "item" from the wireless device 
(Paragraph 0088. Input rating value for received client identifier. A rating value for item identifier 
already recorded may be determined.); 

c) replacing the previous rating with the rating in the packet, if the database is storing the 
previous rating (Paragraph 0088. Rewrite rating value to the latest rating.); and 



Application/Control Number: 10/687,055 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2154 

d) inserting the rating in the packet, a unique identifier for the wireless device and an "item" 
identifier for the "item" into the database, if the database is not storing the previous rating (fig. 6; 
paragraph 0088. Record rating value associated with client and item identifiers.). 

14. Sato teaches of submitting a rating for an "item", wherein the "item" may comprise various 
content (Paragraph 0052) but does not specifically teach that the "item" is a wireless device application. 
Sato teaches of receiving ratings from a plurality of wireless devices but does not specifically teach of 
determining a compositing rating for the wireless device application based on the ratings received and 
making the composite rating accessible to a wireless device user. 

15. Ross teaches a system for collecting opinions of applications, wherein a type of rating and 
identity for a wireless device application are sent from a wireless device and stored on a server (col. 3, 
lines 21-25; col. 4, lines 1-7, 36-41; col. 5, lines 50-54). 

16. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings for the "item" in which the rating is submitted as taught by Sato to comprise a 
wireless device application for the wireless device as taught by Ross, and to store the rating and identifier 
of the wireless device application as taught by Ross. The combined teachings would yield a predictable 
result of increasing the amount of data collect regarding user preference and allowing Sato's system to 
increase recommended item information that is available for users including information for wireless 
device applications. Furthermore, because both references teach methods of collecting evaluation 
information, it would have been obvious to substitute an "item" of Sato with the wireless device 
application of Ross to achieve a predictable result of collecting evaluation information regarding the 
items. Lastly, Ross's method to provide rating for wireless device applications would ensure that users 
actually used or possessed certain items, which would increase the relevancy of feedbacks. 
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17. Clendinning teaches of a system for collecting and displaying information on a product, wherein 
a compositing rating for a product is determined based on received ratings from users and the composite 
rating is made accessible to users (Paragraphs 0021; 0076-0077; 0079). 

18. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings to create a compositing rating as taught by Clendinning based on the received 
ratings for a wireless device application from a plurality of wireless devices as taught by Sato and Ross; 
and to make the composite rating accessible as taught by Clendinning to a wireless device user as taught 
by Sato. The motivation for the suggested combination is that Clendinning' s teachings improve the 
suggested system by providing descriptive feedback information, e.g. reviews, vendor rating, product 
rating, that would allow a user to make an informed decision about products. 

19. As per claims 13 and 27, Sato teaches substantially the invention as claimed including a method 
and computer readable medium for submitting ratings for a wireless device application, comprising the 
steps of: 

a) receiving a rating for the "item" by a wireless device (Paragraph 0058. User specifies rating 
for item. Paragraph 02 1 1 . Client can be a terminal capable of mobile communications.); 

b) creating a packet comprising the rating, a unique identifier for the wireless device, and an 
"item" identifier for the "item" (Paragraphs 0083-0084. Client identifier, item identifier, and the rating 
value.); 

c) sending the packet to a server (Paragraphs 0084; 0088. Send client identifier, item identifier, 
and the rating value.); 

d) determining if a database coupled to the server is storing a previous rating for the "item" from 
the wireless device (Paragraph 0088. Input rating value for received client identifier. A rating value for 
item identifier already recorded may be determined.); 
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e) replacing the previous rating with the rating in the packet, if the database is storing the 
previous rating (Paragraph 0088. Rewrite rating value to the latest rating.); and 

f) inserting the rating, the unique identifier, and the "item" identifier from the packet into the 
database, if the database is not storing the previous rating (fig. 6; paragraph 0088. Record rating value 
associated with client and item identifiers.). 

20. Sato teaches of submitting a rating for an "item", wherein the "item" may comprise various 
content (Paragraph 0052) but does not specifically teach that the "item" is a wireless device application. 
Sato teaches of receiving ratings from a plurality of wireless devices but does not specifically teach of 
determining a compositing rating for the wireless device application based on the ratings received and 
making the composite rating accessible to a wireless device user. 

21. Ross teaches a system for collecting opinions of applications, wherein a type of rating and 
identity for a wireless device application are sent from a wireless device and stored on a server (col. 3, 
lines 21-25; col. 4, lines 1-7, 36-41; col. 5, lines 50-54). 

22. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings for the "item" in which the rating is submitted as taught by Sato to comprise a 
wireless device application for the wireless device as taught by Ross, and to store the rating and identifier 
of the wireless device application as taught by Ross. The combined teachings would yield a predictable 
result of increasing the amount of data collect regarding user preference and allowing Sato's system to 
increase recommended item information that is available for users including information for wireless 
device applications. Furthermore, because both references teach methods of collecting evaluation 
information, it would have been obvious to substitute an "item" of Sato with the wireless device 
application of Ross to achieve a predictable result of collecting evaluation information regarding the 
items. Lastly, Ross's method to provide rating for wireless device applications would ensure that users 
actually used or possessed certain items, which would increase the relevancy of feedbacks. 
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23. Clendinning teaches of a system for collecting and displaying information on a product, wherein 
a compositing rating for a product is determined based on received ratings from users and the composite 
rating is made accessible to users (Paragraphs 0021; 0076-0077; 0079). 

24. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings to create a compositing rating as taught by Clendinning based on the received 
ratings for a wireless device application from a plurality of wireless devices as taught by Sato and Ross; 
and to make the composite rating accessible as taught by Clendinning to a wireless device user as taught 
by Sato. The motivation for the suggested combination is that Clendinning' s teachings improve the 
suggested system by providing descriptive feedback information, e.g. reviews, vendor rating, product 
rating, that would allow a user to make an informed decision about products. 

25. As per claims 14 and 28, Sato teaches substantially the invention as claimed including a method 
and computer readable medium for obtaining a rating for a wireless device application, comprising the 
steps of: 

a) receiving a rating for the "item" "from" a wireless device via an Internet web site (Paragraph 
0063. Internet. Paragraph 0212. input/output may be web pages.); 

b) determining if a database is storing a previous rating for the "item" from the wireless device 
(Paragraph 0088. Input rating value for received client identifier. A rating value for item identifier 
already recorded may be determined.); 

c) replacing the previous rating with the received rating, if the database is storing the previous 
rating (Paragraph 0088. Rewrite rating value to the latest rating.); and 

d) inserting the received rating, a unique identifier for the wireless device, and an "item" 
identifier for the "item" into the database, if the database is not storing the previous rating (fig. 6; 
paragraph 0088. Record rating value associated with client and item identifiers.). 
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26. Sato teaches of submitting a rating for an "item", wherein the "item" may comprise various 
content (Paragraph 0052) but does not specifically teach that the "item" is a wireless device application 
and that the "item" is on the wireless device. Sato teaches of receiving ratings from a plurality of 
wireless devices but does not specifically teach of determining a compositing rating for the wireless 
device application based on the ratings received and making the composite rating accessible to a wireless 
device user. 

27. Ross teaches a system for collecting opinions of applications, wherein a type of rating and 
identity for a wireless device application on a wireless device are sent to a server (col. 3, lines 21-25; col. 
4, lines 1-7, 36-41; col. 5, lines 50-54). 

28. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings for the "item" in which the rating is submitted as taught by Sato to comprise a 
wireless device application for the wireless device as taught by Ross, and to store the rating and identifier 
of the wireless device application as taught by Ross. The combined teachings would yield a predictable 
result of increasing the amount of data collect regarding user preference and allowing Sato's system to 
increase recommended item information that is available for users including information for wireless 
device applications. Furthermore, because both references teach methods of collecting evaluation 
information, it would have been obvious to substitute an "item" of Sato with the wireless device 
application of Ross to achieve a predictable result of collecting evaluation information regarding the 
items. Lastly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to combine the teachings to provide a 
rating for a wireless device application on the wireless device as taught by Ross, which would ensure that 
users actually used or possessed certain items, which would increase the relevancy of feedbacks. 

29. Clendinning teaches of a system for collecting and displaying information on a product, wherein 
a compositing rating for a product is determined based on received ratings from users and the composite 
rating is made accessible to users (Paragraphs 0021; 0076-0077; 0079). 
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30. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings to create a compositing rating as taught by Clendinning based on the received 
ratings for a wireless device application from a plurality of wireless devices as taught by Sato and Ross; 
and to make the composite rating accessible as taught by Clendinning to a wireless device user as taught 
by Sato. The motivation for the suggested combination is that Clendinning' s teachings improve the 
suggested system by providing descriptive feedback information, e.g. reviews, vendor rating, product 
rating, that would allow a user to make an informed decision about products. 

31. As per claims 3 and 17, Sato, Ross, and Clendinning taught the invention of claims 1 and 15 of 
sending a rating for a wireless device application. Sato further teaches wherein prior to the receiving step, 
comprises: (al ) displaying an option to submit the rating for the wireless device application (Sato: 
Paragraph 0058. User specifies an item and enters a rating.). 

32. As per claims 4 and 18, Sato, Ross, and Clendinning taught the invention of claims 1 and 18 of 
sending a rating for a wireless device application. Sato further teaches wherein the sending step (b) 
comprises: (bl) creating a packet comprising the rating, a unique identifier for the wireless device, and an 
application identifier for the wireless device application (Sato: Paragraph 0084. Send rating value, client 
identifier, and item identifier along with request.). 

33. As per claims 5 and 19, Sato, Ross, and Clendinning taught the invention of claims 4 and 18. 
Sato further teaches: (b2) launching a mobile web session; and (b3) sending the packet to the server 
(Paragraph 0084. Client transmits rating value along with request. Paragraph 0212. Input/output may be 
web pages.). 
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34. As per claims 6 and 20, Sato does not specifically teach the invention of claims 4 and 18, further 
comprising: (b2) sending the packet to the server utilizing an Application Programming Interface (API) 
within the wireless device application. 

35. Russ teaches of providing user opinion of wireless applications, wherein a software application 
comes with surveys and the application sends user opinion to a server (col. 1, lines 29-33. API is inherent 
to interface with OS or communications protocol to communicate to a server.). 

36. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings to the send packet to the server utilizing Application Programming Interface 
(API) within the wireless device application, which would provide an interface for applications to be able 
to communicate ratings to the server. 

37. As per claims 7 and 2 1 , Sato does not specifically teach the invention of claims 4 and 1 8, wherein 
the packet further comprises free form text received by the wireless device. 

38. Russ teaches of providing user opinion of wireless applications, wherein the opinion may be 
based on a questionnaire with questions such as user like, dislike, likelihood to download another 
application, or any marketing questions known in the art (col. 5, lines 43-49). 

39. Sato and Russ do not specifically teach of "free form text". However, it is well known in the art 
that questionnaires usually provide options for additional comments, wherein a user may enter comments 
other than responses based on predetermined choices for answers. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide free form text because free form text would allow the user of the 
application to provide descriptive user opinion regarding the application and provide feedback that is 
outside of choices of responses. This type of information would provide relevant and useful feedback 
information to the service provider and manufacturer. 



Application/Control Number: 10/687,055 
Art Unit: 2154 



Page 13 



40. As per claims 8 and 22, Sato, Ross, and Clendinning taught the invention of claims 4 and 18. 
Sato and Ross further teach the method comprising: (g) inserting the rating, the unique identifier, and the 
application identifier from the packet into the database, if the database is not storing the previous rating 
(fig. 6; paragraph 0088. Record rating value associated with client and item identifiers.). 

41. As per claims 9 and 23, Sato docs not specifically teach the invention of claims 1 and 22, wherein 
the determining step (d) comprises: (dl) determining that the wireless device owns the wireless device 
application. 

42. Ross teaches a system for collecting opinions of applications, wherein it is determined whether 
the wireless device owns the wireless device application (col. 4, lines 52-59. Detect registered software 
application on wireless dev ice, col. 5, lines 50-54; col. 6, lines 8-12. Determine whether message is 
received by the handset. Server receives and determines opinion data only when wireless device has 
registered the application.). 

43. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings to determine that the wireless device owns the wireless device application. The 
motivation for the suggested combination is that Ross' teachings would improve the suggested system by 
allowing collection of opinions from users who have actually used the products, which would provide 
valuable marketing data (col. 1, lines 60-64; col. 2, lines 44-47). 

44. As per claims 1 1 and 25, Sato teaches the invention of claims 10 and 24, wherein the packet 
further comprises the unique identifier for the wireless device and the "item" identifier (Paragraph 0084. 
Client identifier and item identifier.). Sato does not specifically of an application identifier. 
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45. Ross teaches a system for collecting opinions of applications, wherein user opinion data and 
application identifier are sent to a server (col. 5, lines 50-54). 

46. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings to send the application identifier along with the client identifier, which would 
allow the server to keep records of applications and the applications' associated ratings submitted, and 
provide feedbacks associated with the applications. 

47. As per claims 12 and 26, Sato does not specifically teach the invention of claims 10 and 24, 
wherein the determining step (b) further comprises: (bl ) determining that the wireless device owns the 
wireless device application. 

48. Ross teaches a system for collecting opinions of applications, wherein it is determined whether 
the wireless device owns the wireless device application (col. 4, lines 52-59. Detect registered software 
application on wireless device, col. 5, lines 50-54; col. 6, lines 8-12. Determine whether message is 
received by the handset. Server receives and determines opinion data only when wireless device has 
registered the application). 

49. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings to determine that the wireless device owns the wireless device application. The 
motivation for the suggested combination is that Ross' teachings would improve the suggested system by 
allowing collection of opinions from users who have actually used the products, which would provide 
valuable marketing data (col. 1, lines 60-64; col. 2, lines 44-47). 
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Conclusion 

50. The following prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

i) English, US Publication #2003/0055723 teaches of ratings vendors and products, 
determining an average of all ratings, and allowing consumer to view ratings. 

51. A shortened statutory period for reply to this Office action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. 

52. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Joshua Joo whose telephone number is 571 272-3966. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday to Thursday 8AM to 5PM and every other Friday. 

53. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Nathan J. Flynn can be reached on 571 272-1915. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

54. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/J. J./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2154 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2154 



